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Czech,  per  • 

Of  the  theoretical  questions  dealt' with  by  the  XXI th  Congress  of  the 
CPSTJ  the  most  important  was  the  question  of  the  two  phases  of  Communism. 
Marxist-Leninist  teaching  of  the  two  phases,  an  inseparable  part  -  f  which 
is  the  doctrine  of  socialism  as  the  first  phase  of  Communism,  clarifies 
the  basic  and  generally  applicable  lawa  of  social  development  in  the  build¬ 
ing  of  socialism  and  Communism.  Therefore  it  is  the  theoretical  basiB  of 
the  Communist  Party  and  of  the  conscientious  efforts  of  millions,  of  workers 
building  a  socialist  and  Communist  society.  It  is  the  theoretical  start¬ 
ing  point  for  the  political  line  of  the  CPSU  during  the  period  of  develop¬ 
ment  of  Communism,  as  stated  by  the  XXE st’  Congress,  and  of  the  political 
line  of  the  KSC  /Sommunist  Party  of  Czechoslovakia/,  established  by  the 
Xlth  Congress  for  the  period  of  culmination  of  socialist  construction- in 
our  country. 

We  are  vigorously  and  successfully  fulfilling  the  tasks  associated 
with  completing  the  socialist  transformations  in  certain  areas  of  our  life 
(particularly  regarding  agriculture  and  the  completion  of  the  cultural 
revolution).  The  victory  of  socialism  in  our  country  is  growing  near,  as 
Comrade  Novotny  emphasized  in  his  speeches  "Important  Questions  of  the 
Culmination  of  Socialism".  The  true  content  of  the  concept  of  "socialist 
society"  is  becoming  for  us  a  rich  and  general  picture  of  life  in  our 
country.  The  Central  Committee  of  our  Party  characterized  the  third 
Five-Year  Plan  as  a  plan  for  the  development  of  a  mature  socialist  society. 

In  the  general  development  of  the  line  of  the  XEth  Congress  the 
problems  of  the  consolidation  and  further  development  ©f  socialist  re¬ 
lations  in  the  decisive  areas  of  the  life  of  our  society  press  to  the 
forefront.  Their  solution  is  the  main  content  of  the  practical . activity 
of  our  party,  and  it  means  laying  the  foundations  and  accumulating  the  ■ 
resources  for  the  gradual  transition  to  Communism.  The  practical  problems 
of  .today  must  be  solved  within' this  long-range  perspective. 

And  in  this  connection  Marxist-Leninist  teaching  of  the  two  phases 
of  Communism  has  great  and  current  significance. 


Karel  Holy  and 
Pavel  Machonin 
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I. 


The  theory  of  the  two  phases  of  Communism  was  developed  essentially 
by  Marx  and  Lenin  on  the  basis  of  a  profound  analysis  of.  the  development¬ 
al  tendencies  of  capitalism  even  before  the  appearance  of  the  first  social¬ 
ist  country  in  the  world.  It  was  further  developed  by  Lenin  during  the 
first  years  of  building  in  the  Soviet  Union*.  Today  this  theory  is  based 
on  the  .great  wealth  of  experience  and  results  accumulated  in  more  than  40 
ye  ar  s  of  pr  act  id  al  building  of  socialism  and  Communism  on  ah  international 
scale. 

The  irrepressible  progress  of  the  world  socialist  revolution  and- the 
growing  and  general,  crisis  of  capitalism  —  the  historical  relation  of 
forces  beit^oehv socialism  'and  capitalism  on  a  world ;  Scale'  --  are  the  most 
important  external  international  conditions  for  the' building  of  socialism 
and  Communism  in'  tiie  socialist  lands  and  therefore •  hate  Vvery  profound 
effect  oh" its  progress,  pace,  and  methods.  , • 

#he  Soviet 'UniOnl.  as' the  first  and  only  socialist  country ii:  had  to 
build  socialism 'tinder  the  extraordinarily  difficult  conditions  -  of  capi¬ 
talist  encirclement  and  thiis  could  not  rely  ori  the '  experience  -of  any'- other 
socialist  land,,  'in  contrast  to  this  the  general'  aid  and  support  of  the 
USSR  and  the  broad  utilization  of  Soviet  experience  greatly  eased  the 
road  of "the  people’s  democracies  to  socialismi  The  existence  of  a  power¬ 
ful  world  socialist' system  and  the  promise  of  it's  further  rapid'  develop¬ 
ment  oreate  favorable  oonditions  also  for  the  culmination  of  socialist 
construction  in  Czechoslovakia. 

There  are  great  differences  in  internal  conditions  among  the  indivi¬ 
dual  countries  building  socialism.  These  differences  are  the  result  of 
cen'turies-old  historical  development,  and  were  regularly  exaggerated  by' 
the.  extremely  uneven  development  of  capitalism.  .  Therefore  they  cannot  bo 
overcome  immediately  in' the  transition  to  socialism.  The  development  of 
socialism  under"  the  conditions  of  the  world  socialist  system,  particularly 
of  mutual  collaboration  and  aid  among  the  socialist  countries,  however,- 
enhances  the  tendency  toward  equalisation  of  economic  and  cultural  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  socialist  lands  and  of  the  gradual  elimination  of  differences 
among  them.  The  expression  of  this  tendency  will  — ■  as  the  XXI st  Congress 
of  the  CPSU  stated  —  be  the  store  or  less  simultaneous  entry  of  all  social¬ 
ist  lands  into  the  second  '$huse  of  Communism. 

"  The  generally  applicable  law's  of 'the  transition  from  oapitalism  to 
sooialism  and  to  .Cornmun'ism,  which  f  orm  the  true  Content  and  ’Core  of 
Marxist-Leninist  theory  of  sooialism  and  Communism,  operate  in  the  arena 
of  these  international  and  internal  oonditions  and  are  conscientiously 
applied  in  the  polioies'of  tie  Communist  Parties  of  all  the  socialist 
lands.  ’  1  '  '  ‘  "  ' 
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*  *  * 


The  transition  from  capitalism  to  Communism  is  the  most  basic  of  all 
social  revolutions.  In  preceding  social  revolutions  society  has  always' 
proceeded  from  one  social-economic  formation  to  another,  higher  formation 
of  class  society.  The  transition  from  capitalism  to  Communism*  however, 
is  a  reap  'from The  entire  epoch  of  class  society  to  a  new  epoch  of  olass- 
less  society.  Prom  this  standpoint  we  can  see  in  past  human  development 
three  great  historical  levels  of  social  developments  primitive  society, 
olass  sooiety,  and  Communist  society.  The  transition  to  Communism  is  thus 
the  culmination  (end  not  the  completion)  of  human  history.  In  this  con¬ 
nection  Marx  and  Engels  spoke  of  the  transition  to  Communism  as  "a  leap 
from  the  realm  of  necessity  to  the  realm  of  freedom”. 

Communism  as  the  realm  of  freedom  may  arise  only  under  conditions 
following  a  basic  revolution  in  production  relations,  and  in  which  the 
producers,  liberated  from  exploitation,  work  with  socialized  means  of 
production.  ”The  associated  producers”,  says  Marx,  "control  their 
exchange  of  materials  with  nature  rationally,  subordinated  to  their  social 
oontrol,  instead  of  themselves  being  ruled  as  by  a  blind  force.  They  do 
this  with  the  minimum  expenditure  of  energy  and  under  conditions  best 
adapted  to  and  most  elevating  of  their  human  natures".  (K.  Marx,  Capital, 
IIl/Z ,  page  368).  Under  these  conditions  -there  is  a  sharp  and  vigorous 
development  of  productive  forces  which  assures  a  wealth  of  products, 
creates  a  qualitatively  new  relationship  between  nature  and  sooiety,  and 
leads  to  a  basic  change  in  the  character  of  human  work. 

We  do  not  wish  to  repeat  the  well-known  characteristics  of  Communist 
society.  We  must  emphasize,  however ,.  that  all  ideas  of  Communism  as  a 
society  free  of  all. conflicts  are  alien  to  Communism. 

Present  socialist  society  shows  us  the  true  features  of  the  future 
even  in  this  respect.  Hot  only  the  conflict  between  nature  and  society, 
but  also  the  non ant agonistic  conflicts  between  the  continually  developing 
requirements  of  society  and  the  real  possibility  of  their  immediate  satis¬ 
faction;  between  long-range  and  short-range  interest;,  between  the  permanent 
interests  of  society  and  the  momentary  interests  of  the  individual  and  the 
group;  between  the  social  being,  and  consciousness;  between  the  progressive 
development  of  the  forces  of  production  and  the  lagging  of  individual 
aspects  of  production  relations,  organization,  and  methods  of  management; 
between  "the  old  and  new  in  the  thinking  and  behavior  of  the  people  —  all 
these  conflicts  of  a  human  nature  will  continue  to  exist  even  in  a  Commun¬ 
ist  society.  Only  they  will  exist  in  a  pure  form,  without  the  deformations 
characteristic  of  the  class  ordering  of  society.  This  is  true  for  instance, 
of  the  question  of  equality,  or  inequality,  in  a  Communist  society.  The 
Marxist-Leninist  classics-  always  fundamentally  re jected  the  simpleminded 
idea  of  Communism  as  "a  realm  of  equality"  in  the  sense  of  leveling  or 
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uniformity  of  people  with  respect  to  ability,  character,  degree  of  aware¬ 
ness,  etc.  They  , saw  Communist  equality  very  simply  as  the  elimination  of 
classes,  with  it's  positive  feature  being  providing  for  equal  opportunity 
and  conditions,  for  the  £ree  and  general  development ■ of  each  individual. 

Although  we  view  the  achievement  of  Communist,  society  as  the.  "final 
goal”  .of  the  Communist  movement,' we  do  not  see  it- as  the  end  .of  past 
development  but  rather  as  the  entry  of  humanity  into  a  new  epoch  of 
development.  The  principles  .of  Communism  (e.g.  the  principle  of  distri¬ 
bution  according  io  needs ,  the  principle  of  the' general  development  of 
man)  are  not  unchanging  and  ideal  but-  rather  outline  the'  trend  of  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  mature  Communist .  society.  •  ....'  ;  .  '• 

Marx,  fallowed  by  Lenin,  saw  the  transition- from  capitalism  to 
Communism  as  .a  developmental  process,  and. examined  the  appearance  and 
development  of  Communism  from  Capitalism.  Thus  they  arrived  at  the  oon- 
.  elusion  that  Communism,  cannot  be  achieved  immediately  after  the  overthrow 
of  capitalism.,'  that  because  of  the  immaturity  of  economic  conditions  for 
Communism  and  because  a  basic  change  in  the  way  of  life  and  the  retraining 
of  people  require  a  long  time,  an  entire  historic  transition'  period  between 
capitalism  and  Communism  is  necessary.  And  in  this  connection  they  de¬ 
veloped  another  idea  which  Lenin  expressed  thus:.  "Humanity  can  proceed 
from  capitalism  only  tp  socialism,  i.e.,  to  the  social  ownership  of  the 
means  of  production  and  to' the  distribution  of  products  according  tp  the 
work  of  the  individual"  (V.I.  Lenin  Collected  Works,  Volume  II,  SMPL, 

1955,  page  37).  :  . 

•  •  '»  *  •  .  J  / '  . 

The  experience  of  the  socialist  countries- confirms  the  absolute 
correctness  of  Marx's  and  Lenin's  conclusions'  concerning  the  inevitability 
of  the  socialist  stage  in  the  transition  from  oapitalism~to  Communism. 

The  XXI st  Congress  of  the  CPSU  again ' emphasised  that  no  country  can  avoid 
the  socialist  stage  On  the'  road  to  Communism.. 

•  ’  .  •  a  ’ 

Marx. and  Lenift  expressed  the  basic  idea  that  socialism  is  the  "first 
(or  lowest)  phase  of.  Communist  society."  (V. I..  Lenin:  Writings,  25,  page 
484).  . 

Marx  and  Lenin  declined  'to  .predict  the  time  table  for  the  transition 
sof  humanity  from  oapitalism  tci  Communi  sm  ‘  and ,  unlike  the  Utopians,  did  not 
attempt  to  produce  detailed  plans  of  practical  measures  to- achieve  this 
goal.  However,  their  basic  idea  expressed  very  precisely  the  basis  of 
socialism,  its  place  in  the  historic  transition  period' from  oapitalism  to 
Communism.  Socialism  is  part 'of  Communist  society,  its  achievement  means 
a  basic  departure  from  capitalism,  ,  (Lenin  in  "State  and  Revolution", 
comments  on  Marx’s  polemic  against  LaSalle'.s  speculations  concerning 
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socialist  society  with  the  words;  "Karx  proceeds  to  a  concrete  analysis 
of  living  condiii  ons  in  a  society  in  which  there  will  be  no. capitalism” j 
V. I.  Lenin,  Writings ,  25,  page  477).  In  this  sense  one  can .speak  of  the 
Communist  foundation  of  socialism,  of  the  fact  that  social  relations  under 
socialism  are  the  relations  of  a  Communist  society. 

Socialism,  however,  is  only  the  first,  the  initial  phase  of  develop¬ 
ment  of  Communist  society,  it  is  "Communist  society,  not  as  it  has  developed 
on  its’ own  basis,  but  as  it  has  emerged  from  capitalist  society;  thus  in 
every  respect,  economic,  moral,  spiritual,  it  still  carries  the  birthmark 
the  old  society  from  whose  womb  it  proceeds'*  (Marx,  Engels;-  Selected  Works, 
Volume'll, 'page  18,  Svoboda,  1850).  Socialism  as  incipient  Communism  is 
necessarily  incomplete  Communism,  historically  limited  which,  although  it 
means  a  basic  break  with  capitalism,  still  cannot  mean  overcoming  all  the 
remnants  of  capitalism  and  the  division  of  society  into  classes.  Therefore 
the  social  relations  of  socialism  are  not  and  cannot  yet  be  the  relations 
of  mature  Communism,  and  differ  very  sharply  from  the  social  relations  of 
the  second  phase  of  Communist  society. 

The  Communist  foundation  of  socialist  production  relations  is  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  well  known  characteristic  that  socialist  production  relations 
are  the  "relations  of  mutual  aid  and  collaboration".  This  differs  sharply 
and  basically  from  capitalist  production  relations,  which  are  essentially 
the  relations  of  dominance  and  subordination,  the  relations  of  exploitation. 
In  practice,  in  socialist  production  we  find  a  tremendous  number  of  evi¬ 
dences  of  the  basis  of  socialist  production  relations  whether  wo  are  talk¬ 
ing  of  mutual  exchange  of  experiences  or  other  forms  of  aid  and  collabo¬ 
ration  among  socialist  enterprises,  shops,  brigades  and  individual  workers; 
or, new  relations  between  leading  and  ordinary  workers;  or  the  fulfillment 
of  pledges, and  the  overfulfil Imont  of  production  goals;  the  improvers’ 

,and  innovators',  movement ,  etc. 

The  basis  , of  socialist ^product! on  relations  is  the  social  ownership 
Of  the  means  of  production*  which  provides  the  basic  equality  of  all 
members  of  society  with  respect  to  the  means  of  production.  Mastery  of 
the.  means  of  production  by  society  thus  makes  possible  the  planned  develop-, 
ment  of  production  in  the  interests  of  the  development  of  society. 

,  The  Communist  basis  of  socialism  is  particularly  clear  in  its  class, 
(social)  structure  and  in  the  ordering  of  social  interests.  Socialism  is- 
,a  society  without  antagonistic  classes,  of  exploiters  and  exploited,  a, 
society  in  which  the  class  struggle  (within  the  country)  has  ceased  to., 
play  the  role  of  the  main  lever  of  social  development,  in  which  the 
interests  of  the  individual,  the  group  and  the  society  are  basically  in,  , 
harmony,  are  one.  (When  we  speak  of  the  interests  of  society,  the  group, 
and  the  individual  we  are  aware  that'  this  division  is  abstract,  that  in 
practice  the  three  groups  of  interest  are  very  deeply  intertwined  and 


influence  one. another  in  the.  daily  life  of  living  , Individuals..  Nor  do 
we-.wish  :to.  redyoe  to  .a  simple  scheme  the  entire  very  pomplipated  dialectics 
of  conorete.  interests).-  This  unity  of  interests' follows  from  the  fact  that 
under  socialism,  on  the,  basis ^ of  socialist  ownership,  .people  have  essenti¬ 
ally  the  some,  socialist  attitude  toward  tho  means  of  production.  To  the 
extent' that*,  popple  are  aware.. of  the  objectively  .existing,  unity  of  interests 
of  the  individual.,  the  group- and -the  society.--  .and  they  ore  necessarily 
aware,  of.,  it  — -  the  moral-political  unity  of  the  society  is  created  and 
consolidated.  Not  so- muoh  words:,  as  deeds',  the .  growing  initiative  of  the 
workers'  in.  production,  the  ever  increasing  actual  .participation  of  the 
people ;in  the  -administration' of  ■  "public  affairs."  demonstrate  the  conviction 
of.  the  gne at  majority  of  society  that  the .  organs ;  of  thse ,'  society  (the  party, 
.the  state,  etc.)  defend  their  interests ,  that  the  organs  of  society 'and 
the  masses  Of  the  people  have  a  common  interest..  .  tThep  we  spook  of  social¬ 
ist  democracy,  much- more.  than  the- formal  signs  of  democratism  (which  of 
course  must,  not  be:-  underestimated)-  we  should  study  tHe  actual  manifesta¬ 
tions  of  the  unity  of  interests  of  society  involving  "everyday"  problems 
of  production  and  administration  whose  significance  and  historical  content 
grow  beycfnd  'even  -imperfect  political  democratism,  end  show  us  the  outline 
of  the  Communist  self-government  of  the  future • .  ; 

When  we:  emphasize  the  fact  that. ..socialism  belongs  to  Communist 
society,  and  -specify  tho  Communist  foundation  of  socialism  we  must  not 
forget the.  other  side  of  the  coins  that .socialism  is  the  first,  the 
initial  phase  of  Communism,  that  we  can  speak  of  socialism  as  Communism 
only  keeping  in  mind  that  we  are  speaking  of  incomplete  Communism.  (Lonin 
speaks  of  socialism  4n  "State  and  Revolution"  thus :  "Insofar  as  the  means 
of  production  become  -social  property  we  can  begin  to  use  the  term  ’Communism* 
provided  we  keep  in  mind  that  this  4s  incomplete,  Communism"  (Writings , 

Volume  25,  page  484)).  Therefore  in  this  phase  Communism  develops  under 
conditions  and  in  forms  ivhioh  frequently  still  differ  from  the  develop¬ 
mental  forms  and  conditions  of  true  mature  Communism,  which  ib  reflected 
in  the  form  of  numerous  and  well-known  differences  between  socialism  and 
Communism.  .  Similarly  we  must  not  forget  that  under  .socialism  the  society 
must  still  conduct , a  systematic  and  vigorous  struggle  against  the  remnants 
and  survivals  of  capitalism,  .;.y  .  >  ; 

....  Socialism  must  thus  be  analyzed  from  the  standpoint  of  a, concrete 
historical  determination  of- the  position  of  socialism  in  the  movement  of 
society  from  capitalism  to  Communism.  This  determination  had  two  aspects. 
Firstly,  socialism  essentially  belongs,  to  Coiprunist'  society  and  the  diff¬ 
erences.  between  it  and  the  second  phase  of  Communism  are.  unimportant  in 
comparison  with  the  differences  between  Communism. as  a  whole,  and  a',  o  lass - 
antagonistic,  society.  -  Secondly, .however ,  socialism  occupies,  a  certain 
position  within  the  development  pf  Communist  society.  If  we  compare 
socialism- with  the  second  phase,  of , this  society,  then  on  the  style  level 
the  features  whereby  socialism  differs' from  Communism  are' also  basic 
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(although  we  are  dealing  here  with  a  different  order  of  bhsicness). 

Therefore  it- was  and  is  incorrect  to  limit  oneself  to  asserting  the 
Communist  foundation  of  socialism  and  its  basic  difference  from  capitalism 
and  to  forget  the  limitations  and  incompleteness  of  Communism  in  its  social¬ 
ist  phase.  This  type  of  dogmatic  dwelling  on  the  foundations  of  socialism 
leads  to  the  inability  to  analyze,  in  a  practically  satisfactory  manner, 
the  complex  problems  of  socialist  society,*  to  uncover,  the  germs  of  new 
development,  to  explain  various  manifestations  and  the  remnants  -of  the  old. 
(The  clearest  manifestation  of  dogmatism  in  solving  the  problems  of  social¬ 
ist  society  was  the  theory  of  lack- of  conflict  *  the  tendency  factually 
( literally  meant)  to  deny  the  objective  conflicts  of  society  and  to  abso¬ 
lutize  its  unity.  One  source  of  this  type  of  tendency  for  a  certain  length 
of  time  was  Stalin’s  unilateral  thesis  of  the  complete  harmony  of  the  forces 
of  production  and  production  relations  in  socialist  society  (Problems  of 
Leninism,  Svoboda  1950,  page  555)  which  he  later  himself  rejected  in 
"Economic  Problems  of  Socialism  in  tie  USSR".  It  is  interesting  that  the 
tendency  to  absolutize  the  unity  of  socialist  society  was  accompanied  by 
exaggeration  of  the  importance  of  the  antagonistic  conflicts  between 
socialism  and  bourgeois  remnants  in  socialist  society  on  the  basis  of 
the  incorrect  teaching  of  the  continuing  exacerbation  of  class  struggle 
in  proportion  to  the  growing  successes  of  socialist  construction.) 

***,-. 

In  the  transition  from  capitalism  to  Communism  society  thus  passes 
through  two  stages  of  development  which  differ  basically? 

1.  The  transition  period  from  capitalism  to.  socialism  in  which  the 
social  revolution  leads  to  the  liquidation  of  capitalism  and  the  building 
of  a  socialist  society.  In  this  stage  of  the  transition  from  capitalism 
to  Communism  the,  very  foundation  of  society  passes  through  qualitative  ...... 

changes  representing  the  transition  from  a  class-antagonistic  society  to. 
a  Communist  one. 

The  basic  conflict  in  the  period  of  transition  from  capitalism  to 
socialism  is  the  conflict  between  developing  and  conquering  socialism  and 
rejected,  ever  more  suppressed  capitalism..  This  is  an  antagonistic  con¬ 
flict  which  is  solved  by  liquidating  capitalism  and  eliminating. the  con¬ 
ditions  from  which  capitalism  arose. 

,2.  .  The  transition  from  socialism  to  Communism  in  which  the  society 
gradually  overcomes  the  limitations  of  the  lower  phase  of  Communism  and, 
by  creating  first  the  material  and  then  the  other  requirements,  approaches 
a  mature  Communist  society  step  by  step.  The  development  from  socialism 
to  Communism  is  also  a  qualitative  change.  It  is  of  course  a  qualitative 
change,  within  Communist  society,  which  is  achieved  on  the  basis  of  'laws 
peculiar  to  it. 


The  XXI st  Congress  of  the  CPSU  made  a  very .important  contribution  to 
clarification  of '.the  problems  of  the  gradual  transition- from  socialism  to 
Communism.  We  should  like  to  advance  first  of  all  the  idea  of  the  elements 
and  the  gehms- of' Comuni sm  which  appear  already  in  the  sobidlist  phase  of 
the  development  of  ijGomm^nism,  in  close  connection  with  the' thesis,  that 
there  is  no  wall  between  socialism  and  Communism »  that  Communism  grows 
directly  out  of^ socialism.,  (cf.  Report  of  N.S.  Khrushchev  to  the  XXIst 
Congress  pf  the  CPSU-,  Novmysl,'  Special  Number,  page  60).  Here  we  encounter 
the  fact  that  Communism  in  the  socialist  phase  is  not  only  the  basis  of 
sooiai  relations  appearing  in  a:  socialist  form,  but  that  ^  is  already 
beginning  to -be ''manifested  in  forms  corresponding  to  the  seoond  phase  of 
its  development'.  These  are/ of  course ,  only  "elements”,  "germs"  of 
Communi p t  forks  alongside. socialist  forms,  which  are  the  main  and  decisive 
ones  at*  this  stage  of  development  As' society  draws  gradually  closer  to 
higher  .forms  of  Communism,  hfSWever,  the.  elements  . of  Communism  will  increase 
in  number  and  Will  gradually,  become  decisive.  This 'is  another  and -very 
important  manifestation  of  the  gradual  nature  of  the  development  -from 
socialism  to  Communism.  .=  *. 

•The  thesis  of  the  .XXIst  Congress, .  that,  socialism  and  Communism  are 
not  separated  by ..tx  wall,  helps  us  better  to  understand  the  nature,  of  the 
tasks  which  we  are  facing  today  in  Czechoslovakia  in  the  period  of  the 
culmination  of  socialist  construction.  Two  types  of  tasks  are  intertwined* 
tasks,  oonneoted  with  completing  the  building  of  a  socialist  society  on  the 
one  hand,  arid,  on  the  other,  tasks  associated  with  the  consolidation  and 
further  development'  of  socialist  relations.,  which  cannot,  as  the  XI th 
.  Congross  of  the  KSC  showed,  be  other  than  a  beginning,  the  first  tiny 
step  in  the  gradual  transition  from  socialism  to  Communism. 

'•  II. 

Marxist-Leninist.  teaching  of  the  two  phases  of  Communism  is  the 
starting  point  of  the  party’s  political  line  and  theoretical  work  in 
solving  the  problems  of  building  socialism  and  Cofnmunism.  •  The  denial  and 
distortion  of  this-  doctrine  and  its  conclusions  is  another  point  of  attack 
by  the  bourgeois  ideologists,  reformists,  and  revisionists,  against  the 
socialist  society  in  the  Soviet  Union  .and  the  other  countries  of  the  world 
socialist  system. 

The  writings  of  bourgeois  authors  frequently  characterize  socialist 
society  as  "state  capitalism".  For  the  bourgeois  ideologists  the  means 
of  production  under  all  socialist  Bocia-1  conditions  have  the  properties 
of  capital.  Thus  it  is.  easy  to  turn ;  the  facts  upside  down  and  to  char¬ 
acter!  ze  socialism,  in  which  the  means  of  production  are  the  property  of 
society  represented  by  the  Working-class  state ,  as  a  thoroughgoing 
capitalism,  as  "completely  socialized  capitalism  or  state  capitalism", 
as  for  example,  the  authors  of  *h -book  with  an  astonishing  name  —  The 


Capitalist  ‘Manifesto  —  proclaim  (L.  Kelso  and  M.  Adler:  The  Capitalist 
Manifesto ,  Few  York,  1958).,  “r-~-  •  r'“ 

■  .  •:  •:  » 

This  is  nothing  but  a  typical  effort  of  bourgeois  ideology-  to  perpetu¬ 
ate  the  capitalist. order,  whose  social- relations  and  laws  and  their  conse¬ 
quences  are '.automatically  transferred  into  a.  socialist'  society.'  They 
ignore  its  Communist  foundation,  its  basic  difference  from  capitalism  and, 
on  the  basis  of  superficial  and  distorted  considerations,  see  even  in  a 
socialist  society  the  ''exploitation  of  man  by  the  state",  a  new  "ruling, 
exploiting  class",  (these  are . supposed  to  be  those  who  "dispose"' of  state 
social  property) ,  "the  class  struggle  of  antagonistic  classes”,  etc.  The 
nonantagonistic  conflicts  of  socialism  are  confused  with  antagonistic  con¬ 
flicts.  A  logical  consequence  of  these  ideas  is. the  demand  for  Ea  re¬ 
volution"  against  the  socialist  regime,  as  a  justification  ;of  the  effort 
to  restore  capitalism.  '. 

It  is  noteworthy  .that  the  reformists  and  the  ri  ght-v/ing  socialists, 
like  Guy  Mollet,  Benedikt  Kautsky,  etc.,  hold  practically  the  same  opinions 
as  authors  who  make  no  effort  to  hide  their  bourgeois  viewpoint.  This, 
of  course,  means,  that  they  have  completely  parted  company  with  Marxism. 

The  theories  of  "state  capitalism"  are,  however4,  too  clear  an  argu¬ 
ment  for  the  contemporary  revisionists  who  also  want  to  prove  that  the 
USSR  is  not  a  socialist  society.;  but  for  this  they  use  "Mnrkisu"  argu¬ 
ments,  based  as  far  as  possible  on  quotations  fromMarx  or  Lenin.  A 
widely  used  example.,  which  the  Yugoslav  revisionists  have  adapted  to 
current  conditions,  is  found  in  Trotsky’s  views,  since  Trotsky  was  one  of 
the  first  to  react  negatively  to  the  building  of  a  socialist  society  in4' 
the  USSR  in  the  middle  of  the  1930’s.  His  view,  which  was  intended  to 
deny  the  existence  of  a  socialist  society  in  the  USSR,  was  founded  on 
two  ideological  maneuvers.  Trotsky  first  tried  to  show  Soviet  society 
as  a  "mixture”  of  capitalism  and  socialism,  where  the  struggle  between 
socialism  and  capitalism  is  far  from  decided.  He  achieves  this  on  the 
basis  of  a  crude  distortion  of  the  well-known  Marxist  idea  of  the  remnants 
Of  "bourgeois  law"  in  the  first  phase  of  Communism  (cf,  Marx  and  Engels; 
Selected  Writings,  II,  page  18-26, edition  of  1950;  V.I.  Lenin:  Writings, 
^5,  pages  478-480;  and  also  F.  S.  Khrushchev’s  Report  to  the  XXIst  Congress 
of  the  CPSU,  Special  Number  of  Nova  mysl,  pages  63-64)  by  saying  that  the 
sooialist  distribution  of  goods  according  to  labor  is  a  "bourgeois  form, 
of  distribution".  Together  with  this  "bourgeois"  method  of  distribution 
he  demogogically  and  dishonestly  sneaks  into  Soviet  society  "exploitation 
of  workers  by  the  bureaucr?. ry"ond  antagonistic  class  conflicts  in  general. 
This  maneuver,  whereby  ho  made  the  socialist  society  in  the  USSR  only  a 
"transition  state"  between  capitalism  and  Communism,  goes  hand  in  hand 
with  the  second  maneuver,.  In  order  to  show  that  Soviet4 4  society  was  not  - 
socialist,  Trotsky  was  forced  to  "make  more  precise"  the  demands  on  social¬ 
ism  and  to  push  tho  first  phase  of  Communism  far  beyond  socialism,  practi¬ 
cally  as  far  as  Communism  itself.  Thus,  of  course,  he  completely  departed 
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from'  Mcrx^S  and  Lenin’s  doctrine  of  socialism  as  the  first  phase  of  Com¬ 
munism,  which  he  so  ostentatiously  evoked.  (The  Yugoslav  authors  are 
doing  the- some;  thing  these  days.  For  example,  M.  Perovic  in  his  article 
"Illustrations;  on ?the  Subject-  ’ Contemporary  Revisionism’ R  (Has a  stvarnost, 

Ho  1,  1959)  ,.$Ie  .too  '"proves"  that  there  is  no  socialist  society  in  the 
USSR  by  .a  careful  distortion  of  Marx’  s  and  Lenin’-s. -doctrine  of  socialism 
as  the.  first  phase  Of  Communism  and  he  too  "mokes-  more  precise"  demands 
on  socialism  on  the  basis  of  a  distinction  between- -the  '"lower  phases  of 
socialism"  and, "mature  socialism".)  .  .  .  , 

-The  program :.of 'the  Union  of  Communists  of  Yugoslavia' also  departs 
from  the  Marxist-Leninist  teaching  of  socialism  as  the  first  phase  of 
Communism.  It  must  be  Said  first 'that  the  authors  .of.  .-the  program  actually 
do  not  recognize  that  a  socialist  sooiety  exists  in  the  USSR.  (In  Chapter 
II  of  the  Program  there  is  a  passage  several,  pages  long  on  experience  "from 
tho  previous  socialist  development  of  the  USSR;  and  the  other  -socialist 
countries" ,  where  something  is  said  of  .  the  achievements  made',  but  still 
more  concerning • the  negative  aspects  and  "deformations"  of  socialist  de¬ 
velopment  in  the  USSR.  We  find  no  indication  there  that  socialism  has 
been  built  in  tho  USSR,  nor  anything  of  the  development  of  .Soviet  social¬ 
ist  society  toward  -  Communism.*  This  is  a  clear  exposition  of  the  viewpoint.) 

Furthermore tho  program  discusses  various  .phases -in  the  development 
of  socialism.,  The  .-lower-  Stages  of  the  development  of  .socialism  are  charac¬ 
terized  by  estate  .ownership  of  the  means  .of  production’  which  is  "indirect 
socialist  ownership";  this  necessarily  l.encls  to  ."bureaucratic-statist  de¬ 
formation  of  socialist- development"  and; undercuts  "the  free  development' 
of  socialist  forces"*  The- higher' stages  in  the  development  of  socialism 
and  the  socialist  society  itself  are'then  called  "direct  social  ownership", 
in  which  the  producers -themselves  govern  production  and  in  which  tho  re¬ 
duction  of  the  eoonomic-organi zer  function  of  the  socialist  state  to  a 
minimum  has  eliminated  the  danger  of,  ."bureaucratic-statist  deformations  • 
This  "law"  of  the  development  of  socialism,  of  course,  has  nothing  to  do 
with  Marxist-Leninist  doctrine  concerning  socialism.  .  From  it  follows  the 
only  possible,  opnolusion:  development  of  tho  USSP.  and  tho  other  socialist 
countries  has  halted  at  lower  stage's  of  the  development  of  socialism,  and 
therefore  one  cannot  speak  of  building  a:  socialist  society  in  these  coun¬ 
tries,  .The  socialist  society  has  not'  been  completely  built  in  Yugoslavia 
either,  but  that  country  is  following  tho  only  correct  path. 

The  program -of  the  Union  of  Communists  of  Yugoslavia  is  not  based  on  , 
Marxist-Leninist  doctrine  of  socialism  as  the  first  phase  of  Communism, 
which  has  now  been  tested  and  developed,  by  the  broad  international'  experi¬ 
ence  in  the  building  of  socialism  in  the  USSR  and  the  other  socialist 
countries.  It  is  rather  based  on  the  Yugoslav  "model"  of  socialist  society. 
This  "model"  contains  oertain  superficially  attractive  psuedo-Communist 
demands  (the  management  of- pro duo ti on- by  the  immediate  producers. 
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accelerated  withering  away  of  the  state,  etc.),  whose  realization  under 
conditions  of  incomplete  building  of  socialism  in  Yugoslavia  collapses  in 
sunnn^ata°n  ll  5?TXms  Stacies  for  true  socialist  development  in  actual 
elements 0fpetty~b0UrSe0iS  tendencies*  ^  in  the  growth  of  bourgeois. 

as  thffirst  nbn^S  fnrGvisi0ni^  views  denying  the  doctrine  of  socialism 
as  the  first  phase  of  Communism  have  been  heard  in  Czechoslovakia.  We  are 

peaking,  for  example  of  the  concept  of  socialism  as  a  certain  "mixture" 
of  capitalism  and  Communism.  On  this  basis  we  cannot  properly  clarify  the 

of°mtPSCcr :MLU\StirS-0f,S0CialiSt  S°Ciet^  Since-we  Lders.tSding 

.  P  d  6  historical  position  which  socialism  occupies  in  the  tran¬ 
sition  from  oapitalism  to  Communism.  This  true  also  of  views  which  distin- 

Z  JZ10US  ?rS  i;  the  deTClopKient  of  socialism  in  cZnZton wilh* 
tho  existence  of  the  cult  of  personality,  bureaucracy,  dogmatism,  and 

ismassociatedmSth  th9  periodization  of  development  of  socialism 

in+nv  * t ^  existence  °r  nonexistence  of  phenomena  which  by  their 
pnrSs’iT1'6  alM°n  to  sociallsm*  Comrades  who  did  not  base  their  thinking 

b,  efunJble°ntoaIS  Snini$t  *?'*’**  °f  S°CiaUsm  *»d  ^ 

b.en  unable  to  solve  the  current  questions  of  Socialism  successfully. 


W  +n  P^°p®r  definition  of  the  position  of  socialism  in  history  is  the 
‘falysis  of  the  relations  of  socialist  society.  In  a  society  on 
a  1  l6Vel  development  there  is  a  complex  intertwining  of  the 

ttl  rlnn  7S  ?f  c<™nism,  of  phenomena  distinguishing  social- 

;  from  complete  Communism,  and  finally  of  phenomena  in  the  struggle  of 

against  b°urgeois  influences  and  remnants.  Certain  types  of 

noHoJ°of  pe°ulia*\to  these  three  basic  types  of  phenomena,  (in  the 
p  riod  of  the  culmination  of  the  building  of  socialism,  which  we  are  ex¬ 
periencing  now,  the  conflicts  of  socialist  society  are  dominant  in  tho 

here  yAt%b  therefore  this  distinction  is  fully  applicable 

f  th®.  SOTie  tlm?’  however,  a  society  which  is  culminating  the  build¬ 
ing  of  socialism  experiences  conflicts  of  the  transition  period  from  capi¬ 
talism  to  socialism.)  F  capi  . 

in  So!LJ?!i?  ?UCh  a  distinction  of  types  of  phenomena  and  conflicts 

\  ?°iety  is  a  direct  result  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Karxist- 
thS  p  b  concerning  socialism  as  the  first  phase  of  Communism, 

the  political 0l1Sr100m?1-X  S°°-ai  reality  ^  that  i-t  fully  corresponds  to 
S  ^  Iine  °f  communist  parties  in  building  socialism  and  Communism. 

(  r  definition  completely  conforms  to  the  characteristics  of  the  "three 

V’ETT •  “t 0OameU'  in  0Ur  S0°i“1  reality,  „  printed  ty 
the  KSC  I'  in  hie  report  to  tho  notion/, Ido  ideological  seminar  of 

the  KSC  devoted  to  the  significance  of  the  XHst  Congress  of  the  CPSU. 

Cf.  Wove  mysl.  No  7,  1959,  page  746.) 
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As  the  building  and. development  of  socialism  continue,  (as  they  have 
from  the  very  beginning)  the  actual'  "sprouts'1 ,  elements,  germs  of  Communism 
begin  to  appear  and  develop  within  socialist  •relations,.  In  them  the  Com¬ 
munist  basis  of  social  relations  appears  in  a  new  form  exceeding  the  scope 
of  socialism.  The  XXI st  Congress  of  the  CPSU  devoted  particular  attention 
to  this  problem  and  the  leaders  of  our  party  took  a  clear  position  on  it. 

We  know,  for  example ,  that  free  education,  medical  core,  reore.ation, 
income  insurance,  -support  for  families  with  many  children,  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  cpiturai  services,  and  many  other  aspects  of  the  life  of  a  social¬ 
ist  society  already  in  some  respects  exceed  the  boundaries-  of  the  social¬ 
ist  distribution  of  goods  according  to  work  and  approach  the  Communist 
principles, of  distribution.  At  the  XXI st  Congress  of  the  CPSU  N.  S.  • 
Khrushchev  -called,  all  these  .elements  a  part  of  the  systematic  care  of 
society  for  each  person  from; birth  to  old  age,  which  will  grow  as  the 
society  progresses  -toward  Communism.  In  "the  elements,  of  this  systematic 
care  the  pnity-. of  Interests  of  the  society,  the  group,  and  the  individual 
reaches  a  direct  expression;  overcoming  capitalist  pilferage  .(characteristic 
for  all  relations. of  socialism)' is -most  striking  and  clearly  expressed.  It- 
is  no  chance'  that  this  is  remarked  oh  with- astonishment  by  judicious  and 
unbiased  visitors  from  capitalist  countries.  The  CPSU  and  our  party  de¬ 
mand  that  the  germs  of  Communism  be  supported  and  developed  with  all  effort 
and  in  proportion  to  conditions  achieved.  One. cannot  jump  over  stages, 
nor  forget  that  the  decisive  principle  for  distribution  under  socialism 
is  distribution  according  to  work  done ,  that  "the  elements  of  distribution 
according  'to  noed  can-  develop  only  the  general  basis  of  the  complete  appli¬ 
cation  of  socialist  principles  of  reward;  and  that  thoir  development  does 
not  weaken,  but  rather  strengthens ,'  socialist ’.distribution.. 

"Wo  are  also  following  the  /principle  of  distribution  according  to  the'  . 
quantity,  quality and  social  significance  of  work  in  our  measures  to  in¬ 
crease  the  living  standard.  This  dees  not  deny  the  fact  that  in  addition 
to  increasing  real  ond  nominal  wages  we  are  devoting  attention  to  the  growth 
of  social  consumption,  which  in  itself  carries  increasing  quantities -.of 
certain  elements  which  wi  ll  develop  'fully  in  the  Communist  society.  A 
number  of  measures  which  we  take  full  into  tho  scope  of  social  policy. 
However,  these  measures  will  gradually  grow  into  a  unified  system  of  dis¬ 
tribution  of  material  and  cultural  goods  in  which  there  will  be  increasing 
intertwining. of  the  care  of  society  as  a  whole  for  the  needs  of  the  work-- 
ing  man  and  the  elements  of  collectivism -which  are  characteristic  for  tho 
coming  Communist  society.,-  All  of  these  concrete  measures  are  directed, 
of  course,  in  Such  a  way  that  in  no  case  will  they  weaken  the  principle 
of  material  interest”  (from  J.  Hendrych's  discussion  at.  the  meeting  of 
the  Central  Committee,  KSC,  4-5  March  1959;  Rude  pravo  11  March  1959). 

The  elements  of  Communism  apply  not  only  in  distribution.  Our 
society,  like  Soviet;  society ,  has  recently  laid  ooncrete  foundations  for 
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development  tdward  Communism  in  nil  fields  of  life:  in  technology,  eco¬ 
nomics,  administration,  culture,  and' the  way  of  life.  Particular  care  is 
being  devoted  to  the  development  of  the  entire  system  of, education  from 
the  creches  and  kindergarten  up  through  the  college-level-  schools.  In 
this  system  the  elements  of  Communism  come  sharply  to  the  f ore j  since  they 
are  dealing  with  the  preparation  of  the  generation  which  will, live  and  work 
In  a  Communist  society.  The  basically  new  solution  of  the  relationship 
between. theory  and  practice.,  the  extraordinary  increase  in  the  influence 
of  society  on  the  training  of  the  younger  generation,  and  other  features 
of  the  transformation  of  the  educational  system  in  the  USSR  and  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  bear  the  stamp  of  training  with  Communist  methods  for  a  Communist 
future. 

i 

The  key  question  is,  of  course,  that  of  the  germs  of  Communism  in  the 
decisive  area  of  human  activity,  human  work,  particularly  concerning  the 
Communist  attitude  toward  work.  Work  under . Communism  will  be  the  first 
requirement  of  people,  and  Communist  work  in  the  prebise  sense  of  the  word 
is  thus  .work  performed  conscientiously,  without  external  requirement,  work 
on  which  material  rewards  does  not  depend,  unpaid  work.  ■  (Unpaid  because 
the  development  of  production  and  reward  according  to  need  will  eliminate 
the  necessity  for  precise  monetary  measurement  of  the  individual’s  share 
in  the  results  of  social  work.)  Thus  Lenin  understood  Communist  work  in 
connection  with  the  "Subbotniki”,  Today  we  continually  emphasize  the 
proper  reward  for  work.  Does  this  mean  that  in  this  area  there  are  no 
germs  of  Communism?  A  closer  look  at  socialist  reality  shows  that  it  is 
precisely  on  the  general  basis  of  paid,-  justly  rewarded  work,  and  not  out¬ 
side  it,  that  a  Communist  attitude  toward  work  develops.  All  careful  and 
exemplary  work,  every  initiative  to  improve  work,  every  step  toward  in¬ 
creasing  personal  skills  directed  toward  improving  the  quality  of  work 
contains  to  a  greater  or  lesser  degree,  more  or  less  conscientiously,  the 
elements  of  unpaid  Communist  work.  All  of  this'  requires  a  voluntary, 
increase  in  social  activity  above  the  average  level,  which  is  not  and  can¬ 
not  .always  be  directly  rewarded.  Let  us  remember  the  familiar  example  of 
Komsomol  member  Valentina  Gaganova  whose  promotion  to  leadership  of  a  lag¬ 
ging  brigade  even  brought  her  a  temporary  loss  of  pay.  The  daily  work  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  proves  that,  together  with  material  interest 
the  motive  foroe  is  love  for  work,  a  conscientious  attitude  toward  society. 
This  is.  quite  evident  in  the  highest  manifestations  of  social,  initiative 
in  production. ’  The  brigades  of  Communist  and  socialist  workers  purposefully 
emphasize  a  conscientious,  approach  to  work  and  life.  Similar  features  can 
he  found  throughout  socialist  competition.  In  this  connection  little  at¬ 
tention  is  paid  to  such  on  outstanding  manifestation  of  a  Communist  atti¬ 
tude  toward  work  as  voluntary  social-political  nativity  of  the  gigantic 
active  of  the  officials  of  party,  state,  and  mass  organizations.  All  of 
these  are  indications  of.  th'e  unobtrusive,  quiet  way  In  which  a  new  Commun¬ 
ist,  attitude  toward  work  is  being  born  of  the  initiative  of  the  people. 

Even  though  we  are  aware  that  the  final  solution  of  this  problem  will  come 


only  from  .the  development  of  the' material- technical  base,  i.e. ,  a  change 
in  the  actual  production  process /.we  believe  that' the  germs  of  a  Communist 
attitude  toward. work  are  much  more  widely  spread  than;  would  seem  at  first 
glance,  and  that;  the  -steady  generalization  and  propagation;  of  this  type 
of  germ  of- Communism  lags,  behind  the  true  state  of  affairs.  \ 

Without  recounting ‘more  of-  these  phenomena  investigation  of .the  ele¬ 
ments  of  Communism. in  their  relationship  to  the  principles  of 'socialism, 
their  support  nnd  development  in  terms  'of  existing1  conditions  , —  particular¬ 
ly  the  development  of  production  —  is  a  permanent  goal' of  Communist  theory 
and  practice. 

• . I-  •  •  i  .;  .  '  *  *  .*  !-  ‘ 

But  socialist. reflations  are  st’ill  not  fully  Coctmunxs't  relations.  The 
level  of  production, -culture,  and  -awareness  of  a  Society  under  socialism 
is  such  that  a.  Communist  attitude  toward  work  does  and  cannot  prevail  yet, 
that  work:  for  society  must-be  .accomplished  through  work  for  the  self 
(whether  for  the  individual  or  the  group),  that  the' general  interest  of 
society  must  be  realized  through  the  realization  of  individual  and  group 
interests  which  are.,  of  course,  in  a  basic  if  not  always  conscious  unity. 
People  arrive  at  -the  level  of  interest  of’ society  as  a  whole  not  directly 
but  through  their- ’individual  nnd  group  interests.'  Therefore,  certain, 
specific  nonantagonistic  conflicts  are  characteristic  of 1  socialism,  con¬ 
flicts  which  ; ore  directly  connected  -with  this  dialectic  of '  social ,  group, 
and  individual  interests.  ...These  conflicts  are  manifested'  as  "basic  differ¬ 
ences"  in  social  relations-.  In  socialism  there  exist  two ’forms  of  property, 
and. two  social  classes:  workers  and  farmers;  there  exists  a  basic  differ¬ 
ence  between  city  and  country,  between  physical  nnd  mental  work,  the  remn¬ 
ants  of.  inequality  in  the  distribution >of  goods;  socialist  goods  production 
and  the  state,  etc.  These  are  conflicts  peculiar  to  socialism  and  indis- 
pensible  for  tlx-  development  of  socialism.  Only  by  continually  uncovering 
and  solving  them  can  society  develop  toward  Communism. 

It  is  the  custom  to  call,  those  features  whereby  socialism  differs 
from  Communism  a  part  of  the  "birthmarks"'  of  capitalism.  But  the  XSttst 
’Congress  of  the  CPSU,  on  the  example  of  distribution  according  to  work, 
correctly  pointed  out  the  formal  and  external  nature  of  the  connection 
between  the  principles  of.  socialism  nnd  : tho'-p'rinciples  of  bourgeois  or 
petty-bourgeois  economics.  Essentially  the  principles  of  socialism  are 
quite  different  from  the  principles'  of  bourgeois  society^  If  they  are 
applied  without  subjective  error  their  development  not  "only  does  not  block 
the  road  to  Communism  but,  on  the  contrary,  their  full  development  leads 
to  a  dielectic  triumph  in  Communism.  1  .  :  • 

Socialism. develops  nnd  individual  aspects  and  features  of  socialist 
relations  whioh  initially  aided  the  development  of  society  become  antiquated 
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and  begin  to  hinder  development.  This ; happened  in  the  USSR ,  for  instance, 
and  in  Czechoslovakia  as  well;, -with  oertain  concrete  forms  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  group  ownership,  to  the  system  of  the  management  of  production 
and  administration,  and  the  distribution  of  goods  according  to  work. 

These  aspects  must,  of  course,  be  overcome  in  the  development  of  socialism. 
And  primarily  those  forms,  those  aspects  of  social  relations  which  are 
most  closely  connected  with  the  past 'are  overcome:  for  example,  the  signi¬ 
ficance  of  family  garden  plots  in  the  cooperatives  is  diminishing.  If 
these  antiquated  aspects  of  social  relations  are  not  limited  in  time,  they 
have  a  hampering  effect  cn  the  further  development  of  socialism.  And  con¬ 
versely,  those  aspects  'of  socialist  relations  which  bring  society  to  Com¬ 
munism  are  most  developed:  for  example,  the  significance  of  the  indivis¬ 
ible  funds  on  the  cooperatives  is  increasing.  The  germs  of  Communism  grow 
from  those  aspects  which  are  developed.  -  nevertheless  socialist  relations 
as  a  whole  remain  in  force.  For  .example,  recent  changes  in  the  kolkhozes 
in  the  USSR which  as  whole  mean  a  certain  readjustment  of  group  ownership, 
are  not  a  direct' external  rejection  of  group  ownership  but  rather  the 
development  of  the  latter.  By  the  full  development  of  all  its  specific 
qualities  (based- on  group  ownership)  the  peasants  as  a  social  class  do  not 
hinder  the  development  of  the  working  class.  The  peasants  rise  to  the 
level  of  the  working  class  until  they  become  one  under  Communism.  The 
working  class  from  the  beginning  is  the  leading  class  of  progressive 
development,  raising- the  peasantry  to  its  level,  while  itself  quali¬ 
tatively  changing,  until  the  two  -classes  become  one  unified  mass  of 
workers  in  a  Communist  society..  ■  •  .  ■ 

The  situation  is  similar  in  the  resolution  of  relations  between 
physical  and  mental  workers.  The  entire  campaign  surrounding  the  congress 
of  socialist  culture,  the  reconstruction  of  education,  and  other  recent 
measures  has  shown  clearly  that  the  cultural  revolution  is  nne  way  to 
resolve  the  conflicts  of  socialism,  particularly  the  conflicts  between 
physical  and  mental  work.  Fumerous  recent  experiences  from  the  USSR  and 
Czechoslovakia  have  destroyed  the  naive  view  of  Communism  as  a  society 
without  physical  work,  without  any  division  of  labor.  It  has  also  been 
shown  that  the.  basic  differences  between  physical  and  mental  work  will 
not  be  overcome  as  a  linear  process  of  raising  physical  workers  to  the 
level  of  the  intelligentsia.  In  actuality  not  only  is  the  technical  and 
cultural  level  of  physical  workers  raised  to  that  of  tho  intelligentsia, 
but  at  the  same,  time' and  even  more  the  intelligentsia  is.  raised  to.  the 
level  of  the  leading  class  of  our  society  —  the  working  class.—  at 
least  as  regards  political  and  ideological  firmness,  organization,  a 
direct  relation  to  material  production  and  participation  in  it. 

Thus  it  is  generally  true  that  the  full  development  of  socialist 
relations  connected  with  the  timely  suppression  of  their  conservative 
aspects  is  the  best  preparation  for  their  transformation  into  Communist 
relations.  (In  this  section  we  have  touched  only  on  the  complex  question 
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of  the  conflicts  of  socialism  and  their  dialectic  development.  The 
philosophical  development  of  this  problem  is  only  beginning  ond  will  cer¬ 
tainly  be  the  object,  of  further  work-.)  '  "  ;  :  . 

.  .  "  ■'■***■  "  •  " 

A  society  in  which  Socialism  has  been  built  does"  riot  contain  only, 
purely  socialist,  or  Communist  re.loti  ons'.  Of  course.,  the  economic  base  of 
capitalism  oftd  smallrrscale  production  is  lacking  here,  nor  are.  the  bour-  " 
gcoisie  and  petty  bourgeoisie  present.  •  •.  ' 

However,  bourgeois  influences  from  abroad  have  direct  and  indirect 
effects  on  socialist :  society.  Furthermore  ,  former  capitalists' ;ond  bour¬ 
geois  intellectuals  continue  to-,  live  and  work 'within  the’ society  on  a 
socialist  level  of  development.  ^nd  the  workers  themselves  bring  into 
socialism  bourgeois  survivals  in  thinking  and  behavior,  bourgeois  habits. 

All  of  these-  influences  strengthen  one  another  and  even  affect  the  think¬ 
ing  and  behavior  of  the r  younger. -generation  which. -has  grown  up  under  social¬ 
ism.  All  of  this  explains' the.  existence  of  remnants,  of  bourgeois  thinking 
in  the  minds  of  people  living  under  socialism.  .Bourgeois  survivals  in 
thinking  can  ond  do  appear  in  material  reality  as-bourgeois  Survivals  in 
the  behavior  of  the  people.  One  must  seek  the  cause  of  manifestations  6f 
bourgeois  individualism,,  selfishness,  lack  of  discipline,  bureaucracy, 
anti-social  behavior  of  individuals ,  nationalist  ani  religious  survivals, 
all  of  which  undoubtedly  exist  in  a. socialist ^society.  But  in  a  socialist" 
society  bourgeois  survivals  in  the  thinking" ond  behavior  of  people  cannot 
grow  into  a  system,  they" Cannot  threaten  the  foundation's  of  socialism, 
they  cannot  manifest  themselves  in  the  exploitation  of  man -by  man. 

Tho  entire  foundation  of  .socialism  faces  the  realization  of  the  ob- 
jective  possibility  of  bourgeois  survivals  in  the  behavior  of  people."  If  -■ 
socialist  principles  have  been  propprly  applied,  if  we;  do  not  commit  errors, 
socialism  progressively  reduces  and  suppresses  bourgeois -survivals  in  the 
behavior  of  people..  The  basic  tool  in  the  struggle  against  bourgeois  sur¬ 
vivals,  for  Communist  training  of  the  masses,  is  the  thorough  nppiioati on' 
of  socialist  principles  in  all  fields  of  practice.  It  is  in  this  connection 
that  the  incorrectness  of  views  expressed  in -recent  discussions  becomes 
clear;  these  views  affirmed  that  certain  principles  of  socialism  (e.g., 
the  distribution  of  goods  according  to  work,  the  existence  of  the  state) 
necessarily  evoke  bourgeois  survivals.  These  opinions  are,  of  course, 
politically  harmful  since  they  lead  to  the  effort  to  confine  and  weaken 
socialist  relations.  They. are  also  theoretically  wrong  since  they  simplify 
a  true  complex  relationship.  Bourgeois  survivals  con  naturally  appear 
only  the  first  phase  of  "Communist  society.  r  Only  until  socialist  princi¬ 
ples  are  applied  can  bourgeois  survivals  be  a  disturbance;  For  example  ■ 
only  in  the  first  phase  of  Communism,  in  which  persons  are  rewarded  ap- 
cording  to  work,  can  there  be  an  effort  to  obtain  more  than  the  individual 
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deserves  for  his  work.  In. a  Communist  society  rewarding  work  according 
to  need  this  effort  would-be  baseless  and  senseless.  Other  bourgeois  ' 
survivals. in  socialist  society  are  bourgeois  abuses  of  Socialist  princi¬ 
ples.  The  door  to  these,  abuses,  is  opened  by  sub jective  error  in  the 
application  of  socialist  principles.  Only  where  socialist  principles 
are  applied  incorrectly  or  carelessly  can  bourgeois  survivals  be  stimulated). 

Socialism  is  in  antagonistic  conflict  with  bourgeois  survivals  and 
influences.  This  conflict  ;-can  be  solved1  only. by  class  struggle  leading 
to' the  liquidation  of  bourgeois  survivals.  Of  .course,  there  is  a  differ¬ 
ence  in- the  .forms  and  methods  of  -the  struggle  waged  by  socialism  against 
the  enemy  activity  of  foreign  agents,  former  capitalists',  anti-social  ele¬ 
ments  on  the  one  hand  and  against  bourgeois  survivals  among  the  workers 
on  the  other.  Nonetheless  ihe  struggle  against  bourgeois  survivals  among 
the  workers  is  an  important  front  of  the  class  struggle.  Not  in  vain  did 
Lenin  advance  the  training  in  a  new  discipline  as  one  of  the  tasks  (forms) 
of  class  struggle  during  the  period  of  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat 
(V.I,  Lenin,  Writings ,  30,  pages  90-92),  not  in  vain  did  he  emphasize  so 
much  in  connection  with  the  "germs  of  Communism"  the  necessity  for  "victory 
over  carelessness,  lack  of  discipline  and  petty-bourgeois  selfishness, 
over  those  habits  which  doomed  capitalism  has  left  in  the  worker  and  the 
peasant"  (V.  I,  Lenin,  Writings ,  29,  page  405). 

The  role  of  bourgeois  influences  and  survivals  in  society  must  not 
be  exaggerated.  Nor  should  it  be  ignored.  An  uncompromising  class  struggle 
against  them  is  the  task  of  Communist  theory  and  practice. 

*  ¥  * 

In  the  practical  building  of  Communism  it  is  extraordinarily  im¬ 
portant  to  distinguish  the  basic  types  of  relations  (conflicts)  of 
socialist  society  since  very  different  practical  measures  and  methods  of 
solution  depend  on  this  distinction.  At  the  same  time  one  must  see  the 
close,  complex,  and  varied  intertwining  of  these  relations.  This  is  not. 
a  matter  of  chance,  for  the  regular  forward  movement  of  socialist  society 
is  concealed  in  this.  The  full  application  of  socialist  principles  in  the 
timely  rejection  of  antiquated  aspects  of  socialist  relations  leads  to 
'■overcoming  bourgeois  survivals  and  to  the  ever  richer  development  of  the 
elements  of  Communism  within  socialist  relations.  A  proper  evaluation  of 
the  significance  and  function  of  individual  tyoes  of  social  relations  is 
the  key  to  understanding  the  dialectic  development  of  a  socialist  society, 

A  Marxist  analysis  of  the  conflicts  of  socialist  society  is  necessary  if 
the  practical  work  of  the  party  is  to  have  a  firm  and  sure  orientation. 

This  was  expressed  at  the  nationwide  ideological  seminar  cf  the  Central 
Committee  of  the  KSC  on  the  significance  of  the  XHst  Congress  of  the 
CPSUj  Comrade  Slavik  used  the  following  words: 


"Therefore,- in  examining  any  phenomenon,  we. must  always  discover 
those  features  which  must  be  confined,  and  suppressed-,  features  which 
must  be  developed)  in  'the- awareness  that  their  ..development  is  the  main 
tendency  of  the  phenomenon  leading  ultimately  to  its  dis appear nncfe,  and 
finally,  features  which  will"  help  us  toward  a.  more,  prof  P.und  understanding 
-  of.  the  future  reality  of  Communism",  (Nova  mysj.  No.  7,.  1959 ,  page  747)  . 

Only  suoh  a  procedure  will  make  it  possible  for  us  tp.  orient  ourselves 
in  complex  concrete  relations,  and  will- permit  us  to.  moke  the /proper  con-, 
cre-te  decisions  as  to  what  to  support  and,  what  to  .fight,  what  methods  and 
forms  of  activity  to.  choose.  .The  party  organizations  and  all  Communists 
must  master  this  ability  and  apply  it  in  practice  in  their  particular  area 
of  work.  -  ,  - '  ’ 
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